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Art Unit: 3661 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AlPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AlPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

Claims 1 - 3 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
USP 7379806 B2 to Lee. 

Regarding claim 1 , Lee teaches controllers for a heavy duty industrial vehicle, 
which are a plurality of controllers (90 - 90g; see fig. 2) provided in said heavy duty 
industrial vehicle equipped with a working machine for performing predetermined work, 
said plurality of controllers being adapted to control, independently of each other, a 
plurality of instruments (60 - 60c at least) to be controlled, including said working 
machine, said instruments being provided in said heavy duty industrial vehicle, and 
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characterized in tliat a configuration of liardware of said plurality of controllers is entirely 
common (see fig. 2; note col. 3, line 45 - col. 4, line 16 at least). 

Regarding claim 2, Lee's controllers are interconnected by a network (as 
illustrated in fig. 2). 

Regarding claims 3 and 6, Lee's teaching further supports software for controlling 
the instruments (flowchart of fig. 1 supports the software application; col. 3, lines 27 - 
29; col. 4, lines 28 - 35 at least). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4, 5, and 7 - 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lee ('806). 

As discussed above, Lee teaches all of the limitations except for the rewriting 
means and enabling operation of another controller fails or is not connected to the 
network. 
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However, Lee has been shown to teach structural features supporting what is 
claimed. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention Les's teaching is at least fully functionally equivalent to the claimed 
invention in order to control a heavy duty industrial ve'icle. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to /Yonel Beaulieu/ whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6955. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon., Wed. & Thur. between 0900 
and 1600. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas BLACK can be reached on (571) 272-6956. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Yonel Beaulieu/ 
Yonel Beaulieu 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3661 



